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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-11, 13, 14, 16, 18, 20, 21, 23-29, 35-44, 49-50 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(E) as being anticipated by Klitsgaard, U.S Patent Publication 
#2002/0014955, now U.S Patent #6,624,752. 

Klitsgaard discloses in [0018] an RFID system that can be used in airline baggage 
systems or other systems. In the 2 nd to last sentence of H-00 1 8 Klitsgaard discloses 
that “[w]hen an airline realizes that a piece of luggage has been sent to a wrong, they 
can send an SMS or email to the luggage owner and thus arrange proper redirection of 
the luggage. The address of the owner could be stored within the tag or stored at an 
internet site addressed by the information stored in the tag.” In [0032] Klitsgarrd 
discloses that the receiving unit can generate a notification signal to the message. The 
“receiving unit,” as disclosed in Fig. 11 & [0065], could be a mobile phone device. 
Klitsgaard further discloses in 1J-0032 that the notification signal sent by the receiving 
unit could by means of a Wireless Application Protocol (WAP) that connects the user to 
the Internet or a WAP web page that is included within the message from the 
tag/transponder to the receiving unit. The 3 rd sentence of 1J-0032 discloses that 
“[ajnother example is that the receiving unit transmits an email, makes a phone call or 
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in any similar way establishes a communication channel for transmission of the 
message. In the last sentence of 1J-0032 Klitsgaard discloses that a receiving unit is 
adapted to detect email address in the messages received, and upon the detection to 
forward a notification relevant to the owner of the luggage. In [0096] Klitsgaard 
discloses that a hand held terminal (18) with a screen (19) will display messages and 
graphics, e.g., pictures included in the message received from the tag. 

Therefore, Klitsgaard teaches applicant’s “associating” and “activating” steps. 
Applicant’s “visual representation” is disclosed in Klitsgaard as pictures and the pictures 
trigger a “function to be performed” by notifying the someone else (here, the owners of 
the luggage), via SMS, email, WAP, or in any other similar way of the information 
received in the tag at the receiving device. 

Applicant’s “invoking . . . application” step is met in Klitsgarrd when the receiving 
device sends out the notification via SMS, WAP, email, etc. 

Klitsgaard discloses the equivalent of a transponder in [0068 & 0095] where it is 
disclosed that the luggage tag and luggage detector have Bluetooth ™ technology 
employed in them to transmit and receive signals, thus making the tags transponders. 
Also see Hall et al disclosure from the previous Office action. 

Regarding claim 13, Klitsgaard teaches the use of SMS which reads upon apllicant’s 
recital of an “over-the-air connection. See applicant’s spec., page 19, lines 15-17. For 
claim 37, see [0122] for the disclosure of a PDA. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 15, 17, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Klitsgaard. 

In view of Klitsgaard’s disclosure in 1J-0032 of establishing a communication 
channel, besides WAP, SMS, or email, “i n any similar manner.” for applicant to have 
used MMS is deemed an obvious variation in view of Klitsgaard’s disclosure. 

Claims 12, 30-34, 45-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Klitsgaard in view of MacLellan et al ‘296. 

Klitsgaard never discloses that the identifier or picture is transmitted by a backscatter 
signal. However, MacLellan et al disclose in col. 3, lines 20-25, a RFID system that 
utilizes backscatter technology. To have provided MacLellan et al teaching of using 
backscatter technology in Klitsgaard’s RFID tag/transponder would have been obvious 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art, because both references are in the field of 
RFID communications and the person with ordinary skill in the RFID art would have 
found these references readily combinable. Common sense would dictate to the skilled 
practitioner in the RFID art that these known inventive concepts, within the realm of 
RFID, are combinable. 

Claims 19, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Klitsgaard in view of Ritter, U.S. Patent Publication #2002/0111164. 

Ritter discloses in {0023] a terminal (3) that consists of a portable mobile 
phone. In [0032] Ritter discloses that the portable terminal (3) can have an RFID 
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element in it, and that it can operate on JAVA applets - [0037]. To have provided 
Ritter’s teaching of using JAVA applets would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the RFID art. 

Claims 22, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Klitsgaard in view of Hall et al, U.S. Patent Publication #2004/0203352. 

Hall discloses in [0039] that their RFID device can transmit medical data. To 
have provided Hall’s teaching in Klitsgaard of transmitting medical data would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art because the type of information 
that can be transmitted is limitless. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Creighton H. 



Smith at telephone number 571/272-7546. 
05 MAY ‘07 




Creighton H Smith 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2614 




